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1- EU Presidency presents draft Council Decision to target protestors as "terrorists" 

The draft Decision openly admits that the Council Framework Decision on defining terrorism includes: 
"violence and criminal damage orchestrated by radical extremist groups, clearly terrorising society, to which 
the Union has reacted by including such acts in Article 1 of the Framework Decision on combating terrorism" 
2- G8 Seeks Redemption in September 11 

We should not be cowed or silenced by the attempts to divide the world into good and bad and to link us with 
the "terrorists." There is a vast and empty political space between these poles. We must fill that space with 
our demands for justice and with our insistence that human security and political stability cannot be achieved 
by a war against terrorism, but only by a war against injustice. 

3- WTO Tidbits 

As post-Doha trade negotiations continue, familiar notes are heard: rich countries manoeuvre to have their 
priorities given pride of place and the European de facto ban on GMOs angers the US. Meanwhile the 
Monterrey development summit agenda gives little room to the aspirations of developing countries; Mike 
Moore fears a replay of Seattle in the future, and asks the help of EU parliamentarians in informing the public 
about the development agenda. 

4- Living Wage Movement Greets the Recession with New Victories 

After all, it is in times of austerity that a living wage is most needed, as raises for low-wage workers help 
stimulate the economy much more than tax cuts for corporations. What’s more, progressive wage policies 
are key to insuring that the next economic recovery does not distribute gains as inequitably as the last one 
did. 

5- April 4, US National Student Labor Day of Action 

Over the last few years, students across the country have been building a powerful movement against 
corporate greed. Whether supporting worker organizing on their campuses and in their communities, 
standing up against corporate bailouts and increasing layoffs, or fighting for living wages, immigrant rights, 
and an end to sweatshops, students everywhere are organizing for social and economic justice. 

6- Meeting ATTAC worldwide. 


EU Presidency presents draft Council Spanish Presidency has become a_ serious 
Decision to target protestors as proposition. 
“terrorists” 


The draft Decision openly admits that the Council 
Framework Decision on_ defining terrorism 


By www.statewatch.org ; 7 ane 
includes: "violence and_= criminal damage 





I- The Spanish Presidency of the Council of the 
European Union has presented the EU Working 
Party on Terrorism with a draft Council Decision 
(under Article 34 of the Treaty on European 
Union) which would introduce the exchange of 
information on suspected protestors to protect EU 
Summits and other international meetings. What 
appeared to be a "maverick" idea from the 


orchestrated by radical extremist groups, clearly 
terrorising society, to which the Union has reacted 
by including such acts in Article 1 of the 
Framework Decision on combating terrorism" 


The formal text of the draft Decision says in 
Article 1 that information should be exchanged on: 
"incidents caused by violent radical groups with 
terrorist links and where appropriate, prosecuting 
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violent urban youthful radicalism increasingly used 
by terrorist organisations to achieve their criminal 
aims, at summits and other events arranged by 
various Community and international 
organisations" 


Article 2 says information would be exchanged on 
"individuals with a police record in connection with 
terrorism" (which appears to refer to a record of a 
criminal conviction which may be for minor public 
order offences). But it then goes on to say this 
requirement is not necessary where domestic law 
allows the exchange of "intelligence" (Suspicions 
and suppositions). 


Article 3 says that information "shall not be 
exchanged on people exercising their 
constitutional rights and freedoms to assemble" 
but will "apply to members of actual organisations 
run by terrorist organisations for the purpose of 
achieving their own destabilisation and 
propaganda aims". 


The background report says that the information 
exchanged "could also include other data, supplied 
by Europol" 


Under Article 34 of the TEU the European 
Parliament has to be "consulted" on Council 
Decisions, but its views are often ignored. 


Full-text: Initiative by the Kingdom of Spain for 
the adoption of a Council Decision introducing a 
standard form for exchanging information on 
incidents caused by violent radical groups with 
terrorist links: 5712/1/02 (pdf) 
http://www. statewatch. org/news/2002/feb/ter057 





12-r1.pdf 
Tony Bunyan Statewatch editor comments: 


"To link protest groups to terrorism under the EU 
Framework Decision defining terrorism confirms 
the worst fears of civil society that, despite 
assurances to the contrary, this was always the 
intention of a majority of EU governments. 


When the Spanish Presidency proposal was 
discussed in the EU Working Party on Terrorism on 
4 February it faced opposition from a number of 
governments but now the Presidency has simply 
carried on and produced draft legislation. 


Protest groups are not terrorist organisations. 
There is no evidence whatsoever that groups 
protesting, for example, against the effects of 
globalisation, have any links with real terrorist 
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groups. This proposal has to be thrown in the 
dustbin" 


Il- Statewatch News online coverage: 15 February 
2002 


The Spanish Presidency of the EU proposed, in a 
report dated 29 January, that law enforcement 
and_ intelligence agencies should exchange 
information on "terrorist incidents" to combat the 
increase during: 


"various European Union summits and other 
events, in violence and criminal damage 
orchestrated by radical extremist groups, clearly 
terrorising society" 


However, at the meeting of the EU's Working 
Party on Terrorism on 4 February: "Various 
delegations insisted that public order incidents are 
not always terrorist related. A clear distinction 
should be made. Incidents at the G7 Summit in 
Genoa were not caused by terrorists." 


The Presidency "promised it would reflect on the 
text". 


It seems that other member states were not keen 
to see the post 11 September system for the 
notification of incidents and intelligence on real 
terrorist threats mixed up with messages on the 
activities of protestors and protest groups from 
across the EU. 


Tony Bunyan, Statewatch editor comments: "This 
seems to be a case of a "maverick" EU Presidency 
trying to get through a new measure based on its 
own perception of "terrorism" which extends to 
cover protestors and public order. 


However, the fact that this particular initiative 
appears to have been put on hold does not detract 
from the fact that the EU already has in place an 
extensive plan - agreed on 13 July 2001 - to place 
protest and protestors under surveillance, that 
plans are underway to bring together all the para- 
military police units from EU states to "police" 
future protests at EU Summit and_ other 
international meetings and that there is a proposal 
on the table to create a database on the Schengen 
Information System of suspected 
"troublemakers"/protestors" 


I1l- The Spanish Presidency proposal said that 
these "incidents" are: "the work of a loose 
network, hiding behind various social fronts, by 
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which we mean organisations taking advantage of 
their lawful status to aid and abet the 
achievement of terrorist groups' aims." 


And went on to propose that the Council of the 
European Union should introduce "a standard form 
for exchanging information on terrorist incidents" 
as this would be very helpful in: “prosecuting 
violent urban youthful radicalism, which is 
increasingly being used as a cat's paw by terrorist 
groups in order to achieve their criminal aims" 


The information would be exchanged between 
agencies in EU member states dealing with 
combating "terrorism" using the secure BDL 
network (between national criminal intelligences 
agencies). 


The Presidency proposal was presented to the 
Working Party on Terrorism meeting in Brussels 
on 4 February. The Working Party is comprised of 
officials and officers from the law enforcement 
agencies and_ internal security agencies 
responsible for combating terrorism. However, as 
there is already in place a "standard form" and 
procedure to report and coordinate information 
and intelligence on real terrorist incidents (see 
below), the proposal of the Spanish Presidency 
can only be seen as seeking to get the backing of 
other member states to extend terrorist 
reporting/intelligence to protests and normal 
democratic activity. 


Standard form already agreed? 


What is extraordinary about the Presidency 
proposal is that the same working party has 
already agreed on a standard form to exchange 
information on terrorism in a series of meetings 
last year. 


On 17 September 2001 the working party agreed 
that, after the attacks in the USA, there should be 
the "rapid exchange of information exchanges on 
terrorist attacks". A standard form was agreed 
which was to be sent through the BDL network 
(see doc.10524/5/01 below). 


The proposal was then incorporated in the "Action 
Plan on Terrorism" (see: Observatory 
http://www. statewatch.org/observatory2.htm) as 
point 27: "Systematic transmission to Europol of 
any piece of data relevant to terrorism" which now 
covers not just terrorist incidents but all ongoing 
intelligence data. 
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The discussions in the working party on the 
standard form largely took place before 11 
September and were clearly concerned with real 
"terrorism" and not protests and_ protestors. 
Indeed one of the key discussions in the working 
party was whether or not to explicitly refer to 
"Terrorist bombings or attempted bombings" or 
simply to any "bombing or attempted bombing" 
(which would automatically be assumed to be 
"terrorist"). There were six versions of the report 
and in an unpublished (REV 4) report this issue is 
clearly confronted by a number of EU member 
states who want the proposal clearly limited to 
"Terrorist bombings or attempted bombings" - the 
final version adopted this view. 


Six categories of terrorist activity are listed as 
qualifying for inclusion provided they met one of 
two criteria: "2.4.10 The incident is of 
international significance, either because the 
target (person or building etc) is foreign (eg an 
embassy) or because the claim emanates from a 
foreign group" or that the "incident is serious" 
where there are a large number of victims or 
significant damage". 


EU crime prevention experts discuss combating 
protests 


A further example of the targeting of protestors is 
provided in an obscure EU report from the "sub- 
workgroup EUCPN JAI 82" (see document 
14917/01 below). This new acronym refers to the 
EU Crime Prevention Network (EUCPN) and "JAI 
82" refers to the Conclusions, agreed on 13 July 
2001, by a specially convened meeting of the 
Justice and Home Affairs Council to lay down 
extensive plans to place protest and protestors 
under surveillance: see Statewatch_ report 
http://www. statewatch.org/news/2001/aug/12por 
eport.htm 





This report covers the first meeting of the new 
group on 27 November 2001 in Ostend, which was 
called by the Belgian Presidency of the EU, and 
attended by Finland and the European 
Commission. It says that the Network should 
exchange information to "prevent violence during 
mass events and high-level meetings" and that its 
next meeting will discuss "youth culture and riot 
culture". 


Documentation 
1. Spanish Presidency proposal: Presentation of a 


Presidency initiative for the introduction of a 
standard form for exchanging information on 
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terrorist incidents: 5712/02 
http: //www.statewatch.org/news/2002/feb/05712 





pdf 


2. Rapid information exchange on_ terrorist 
attacks: 10524/5/01 
http: //www.statewatch.org/news/2002/feb/ 10524 





-r5. pdf 


3. Conclusions of the sub-workgroup EUCPN JAI 
82 Ostend, Belgium, 27 November 2001: 
14917/01 

http://www. statewatch. org/news/2002/feb/ 14917 





-pdf 


4. Plan to set up database on the SIS on 
"protestors": Statewatch report 
http://www. statewatch. org/news/2002/jan/O2eut 
err.htm 





5. For documentation on post-Genoa plans see: 
Statewatch: Observatory on EU plans to combat 
protest 

http: //www.statewatch.org/observatory3.htm 





G8 Seeks Redemption in September 11 
By Nicola Bullard 


After the "bloodshed, muddle and mayhem" of 
Genoa, everyone agreed that the days of the "big 
summit" were over. In the words of one British 
newspaper the annual meeting of the world major 
capitalist powers had turned into a "costly and 
extravagant media event" producing little except 
"lengthy declarations that often contain more 
platitudes than substance." 


The Genoa summit was not only costly and 
extravagant, it was a public relations disaster: 
250,000 protestors on the streets, one young man 
shot dead by a policeman, and mounting evidence 
that the Italian police had provoked and condoned 
much of the violence attributed to the "black 
bloc." Confronted with this, the G8 appeared 
arrogant, out of touch and disunited. Their only 
response was a final declaration true to the rule of 
platitudes outweighing substance. 


Their full support for a new round of trade talks 
surprised no-one, the global fund for HIV-AIDS 
had been announced months earlier, the pledges 
on debt relief have been heard a thousand times, 
and their desire to "bridge the digital divide" and 
"make globalisation work for all our citizen's and 
especially the world's poor" had become well-worn 
cliches. One or two new commitments, such as 
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the "Marshall" plan for Africa, were vague and had 
no resources to back them. 


The G8's failure to come up with any concerted 
political action or vision is to be expected. First, 
any decision that would have an effect on global 
inequality would require the rich countries to give 
up something -- such as their right to dictate 
economic policies for the rest of the world -- and 
they are not about to do that without a fight. 
Second, they know that it is not possible to deal 
with these problems and save their privileges at 
the same time. Third, they are internally divided 
about what needs to be done and the only 
common ground is a lukewarm plateau of 
platitudes. 


CRACKS IN THE CONSENSUS The political 
divisions among the leaders were particularly 
obvious in their responses to the protests. While 
UK Prime Minister Tony Blair dismissed the 
protestors as anti-democratic hooligans, French 
President Jacques Chirac commented - even 
before Carlo Guiliani was shot -- that "one 
hundred thousand people don't get upset unless 
there is a problem in their hearts and spirits." 


And when the leaders left Genoa, the divisions 
grew even wider, especially as news of the Italian 
authorities' midnight raid and brutal treatment of 
protestors sleeping at a local school started to 
appear in the mainstream press. 


Tony Blair's minister for Europe Peter Hain harshly 
criticised the Italian police, and as bruised and 
battered protestors straggled back to London, 
Paris and Frankfurt with stories of beatings and 
interrogations, the local media started to take an 
interest. 


In France, Prime Minister Lionel Jospin moved 
quickly to develop stronger links with the “anti- 
globalisation" groups and announced that he 
would push for a discussion of the Tobin tax by 
the European’ finance ministers. German 
Chancellor Helmut Schroeder followed the lead, no 
doubt spurred by the incredible growth in 
Germany's ATTAC movement, whose membership 
exploded from just 400 to 2000 after Genoa. 


Indeed, in the slow weeks of the European 
summer that followed, it seemed that the media 
was finally "getting the message." Many of the 
"better" English, American and European 
newspapers started to run longer and more 
sympathetic articles about the "anti-globalisation" 
movement. Some even agreed that the democracy 
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gap between the G8 leaders and the people was 
looming large and that global inequality was too 
big to be ignored. 


The Financial Times - the weathervane of liberal 
establishment thinking - launched its own special 
series on the "counter-capitalists." Ironically, the 
first article appeared on 11 September. 
Understandably, the series was temporarily spiked 
while the world followed the attacks in New York 
and Washington with horror and astonishment. 
However, it resumed several weeks later with an 
understated but clear message that the issues the 
"counter capitalists" care about - debt, poverty, 
unfair trade, environmental and social 
disintegration, jobs and human security - are even 
more important now than they were before 
September 11. 


EVERYTHING IS CHANGED, EVERYTHING IS THE 
SAME The world has changed a great deal since 
September 11. For many people it is a lot worse. 
The recession - barely mentioned in Genoa and 
then wished away in the G8 declaration - has now 
become a fact, sharpened and deepened by the 
spill-over effects of September 11. The ILO 
predicts that a global recession could cost 24 
million jobs worldwide. This is a disaster for many 
developing countries, especially those which are 
heavily dependent on foreign export markets. The 
war on Afghanistan can only bring suffering to the 
Afghanis and the "global war on terrorism" could 
mutate into a globalised low intensity war, where 
everything and anything can and will be justified 
in its name. 


But for the G8, the events of September 11 have 
been a blessing in disguise, giving the discredited 
elite alliance a new lease of life. 


Under the moral rubric of the "global war against 
terrorism" and with "Operation Infinite Justice" as 
its manual, the G8 has transformed itself from a 
lurching economic talk-shop into a fully-fledged 
military alliance. The US, which before September 
11 was looking increasingly like a pariah on the 
international stage after repeated acts of arrogant 
unilateralism, has resumed the pilot's seat, with 
the UK as co-pilot. Germany, France and Italy 
have pledged “unlimited solidarity" and troops, 
while J apan - much to the distress of its very large 
domestic peace movement -- changed its post-war 
constitution to allow Japanese troops to be sent 
overseas. Russia stands to be the biggest winner: 
not only has its war against Chechnya been 
legitimised as a war against terrorism but they 
may get the windfall of strategic oil pipelines 
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passing through their territory. Canada, as always, 
is a faithful ally. 


The question, then, is how will these countries 
balance their international commitment to the 
"war against terror" with growing domestic 
pressures for changes to the global trade and 
financial system, a recession and mounting 
unemployment, and the recognition that the 
injustice and inequalities that motivated the 
protests in Genoa are also the source of terrible 
discontent in the South. 


"THE SEEDS OF TERROR THRIVE IN POOR 
GROUND" In the days following the assault, many 
commentators wisely agreed that poverty is the 
breeding ground for terrorism and fundamentalism 
(Islamic, of course, not Christian or Hindu) as if 
they'd know this for a long time but no one ever 
bothered to ask them. 


It is far too simplistic to conflate poverty and 
terrorism. Not only is it nonsense (one billion 
people living on a dollar a day and how many 
terrorists?) but more importantly it strips the 
equation of power and renders it purely economic: 
a classic neo-liberal solution to a complex 
historical, political and social problem. You can 
almost hear George W. Bush saying "if we can 
bring all these folks into the market then we've 
got it licked." 


It is also dangerously simplistic and saves us from 
having a serious debate about terrorism, about 
what it is and who defines it. And it saves us from 
talking about violence and intolerance, about 
imperialism and freedom, about culture and self- 
determination, and about what lies at the heart of 
the dominant Western ideas of modernity and 
development. But, leaving that aside, and 
accepting the "dumbed-down" view that the world 
is divided into the good, the bad and the poor who 
might become bad if they stay poor, then we soon 
arrive at the conclusion that they need 
"development." Development means entering the 
market and, as John Maynard Keynes knew, one 
of the best cures for a recession is an expansion of 
the consumer base. 


This "anti-terrorist" development strategy will 
almost certainly take on the familiar shape of 
liberal containment perfected by the US during the 
Cold War which was based on ensuring the 
economic stability of developing countries and, if 
necessary, Supporting armed counter- insurgency 
to root out communism. In that era the "twin and 
related" objectives of the US foreign aid 
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programme were "the communist threat against 
free nations... and the overriding poverty and lack 
of development..." Replace the word communism 
with Islamic fundamentalism and we can see the 
path that the US - if not the G8 -- development 
discourse may take in the coming months. 


No doubt it will be dressed up in fine language: 
perhaps a "New Global Deal." But no matter what 
it's called, it is sure that there will be no prior 
settling of accounts. There will be no debt- 
cancellation a la Marshall plan, there will be no 
review of the unequal trade agreements, and 
there will be no democratisation of the institutions 
or the markets. 


In fact, it could be a "New Global Deal" for just the 
few "lucky" countries who are important in the war 
against terrorism. This was hinted at by UK 
Secretary for Development Clare Short who, in a 
total reversal of the Genoa declaration pledge to 
"untie" aid, said that Pakistan should be made 
eligible for debt rescheduling and relief under 
terms usually reserved for poorer countries. "This 
would serve geopolitical ends while keeping 
Pakistan on track with its recent impressive 
reform efforts," she said. 


Clearly the principal beneficiaries of increased aid 
(if it materialises) will be those countries which 
are geo-politically strategic in the "war against 
terrorism" - Pakistan, India, the Central Asian 
starters, Iran and -- who knows? - one day Iraq. 
Cold War villains Cambodia, China and Vietnam 
have all been recuperated into the capitalist fold, 
so anything is possible. 


Unless Africa can revive some sort of Islamic 
fundamentalism, they may again be left in the 
cold, with an un-funded global AIDS trust, an un- 
funded Africa recovery plan, and the accumulated 
woes of the last Cold War and centuries of 
colonialism. 


It is also hard to imagine that there will be a big 
shift away from the "open economies, open 
societies" rhetoric of globalisation, as we can tell 
from this heroic call from the Financial Times' 
Martin Wolf: 


"The ills of the world's poor result from too little 
globalisation, not too much. Their continued 
marginalisation can only perpetuate deprivation 
and a sense of injustice. But the extraordinary 
spirit of international co- operation engendered by 
last month's atrocities may just offer a gleam of 
hope. It has created new possibilities for binding 
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the world closer together, economically as well as 
diplomatically. The last such opportunity was after 
the second world war, when enlightened US 
economic leadership laid the foundations for 
enduring prosperity and stability in Europe and 
Japan. Much has changed in the world since then. 
But there is a moment to be seized now, all the 
same." ("Guarding the Home Front," 17 
September, 2001) 


The G8 now has a "moral" crusade to carry it 
through to the next summit. It also has the 
incentive to start making serious inroads into 
reversing the inequalities and grievances that fuel 
a great deal of anti-Western sentiment. This, 
ironically, may give some impetus to the hollow 
promises of the G8 declaration. 


The task now for the hundreds of thousands of 
people who were in Genoa, who will be in Porto 
Alegre, and the millions around the world who are 
part of the same movement, is to maintain the 
pressure on the political elite and_ their 
institutions. We should not be cowed or silenced 
by the attempts to divide the world into good and 
bad and to link us with the "terrorists." There is a 
vast and empty political space between these 
poles. We must fill that space with our demands 
for justice and with our insistence that human 
security and political stability cannot be achieved 
by a war against terrorism, but only by a war 
against injustice. 


Nicola Bullard works with Focus on the Global 
South. A longer version of this article was written 
for the Milan Social Forum. 

Focus on the Global South (FOCUS) c/o CUSRI, 
Chulalongkorn University Bangkok 10330 
THAILAND Tel: 662 218 7363/7364/ 7365/7383 
Fax: 662 255 9976 E-mail: 
N.Bullard@focusweb. org Web Page 
http://www. focusweb. org 








WTO Tidbits 


By the Attac work group on International Treaties, 
Marseilles 


1)Developing countries are disturbed by the 
manoeuvering of the Quad (US; EU, Canada, 
Japan) to give their own preferences priority in 
current negotiations. 


For that reason, the developing and_ least 
developed countries (LDCs) prefer the decision- 
making forum to be the General Council, which 
acts according to procedures determined by prior 
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agreement (including consensus), rather than the 
Trade Negotiations Committee (TNC) created at 
Doha. "All decisions on negotiations should be 
taken at the General Council, which will draw up 
the final text of the negotiations on the basis of 
consensus of members" (declaration by Ali 
Mchumo of Tanzania in the name of the LDCs, 
December 2001). Another proposal,of 21/12, 
coming from the group of developing countries 
said to be "on the same lines", indicates that the 
TNC should follow the directives of the General 
Council and submit a report to it at least once 
every three months. This is the proposal 
supported by China. India and Malaysia, the two 
most solid supporters of this group, have 
nevertheless not yet signed the proposal. 


These two declarations both stress that sessions 
should not be held in secret or informally in the 
"green rooms", and that decisions should be taken 
at plenary sessions. 


One representative of the Quad saw the position 
of the developing countries - and of Pakistan in 
particular - as an attempt to freeze the process of 
negotiation. 


On the chairmanship of the TNC and its work 
groups, the developing countries demand that 
these reflect the real proportion of developed and 
developing countries at the WTO, and that the 
chairpersons should be appointed for a year, with 
the possibility of renewal by consensus. The 
Chairman of the TNC should be an ambassador 
stationed in Geneva, and be appointed for year, 
so as to enable a rotation between regions. They 
are against the Director General and the 
Secretariat taking part in negotiations (the Quad 
takes the opposite view). 


5 work groups should be formed : agriculture, 
services, environment, rulings and_ industrial 
tariffs. It is still not known where negotiations will 
take place on the implementation of existing 
agreements which are outside these categories. 


For Mike Moore, who is trying to get to chair the 
TNC, and who has met with representatives of the 
Quad (except Japan), Mexico and South Korea, 
failure to make speed in choosing a suitable 
structure for negotiation and a chairperson would 
entail delays which "we cannot allow ourselves" if 
negotiations are to be finalized by 1st J anuary 
2005 according to plan. 


2) GMOs : the US keeps the pressure up 
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Representatives of the US and the EU Commission 
have indicated that they hoped that the meeting 
of EU Heads of State in March would enable 
progress to be made in removing the de facto EU 
ban on approval of genetically modified products. 
A recent poll showed that 94.6 % of European 
citizens want to have the right to choose. The US 
mentioned as one of the obstacles to progress on 
this issue that "each member state will go on 
holding the approval process hostage to political 
constraints." Another US official declared that he 
would like to see the European Commission taking 
its member states to the European Court of 
Justice on the question of biotechnologies. The 
debate at the March meeting will hinge on the 
notion that maintaining the ban will make 
European companies less competitive. 


3)Mike Moore recognizes that, despite Doha, 
problems which arose at Seattle are likely to 
surface again. 


After a meeting with his group of foreign advisors; 
Moore announced that he would endeavour, 
during the summer of 2002, to publish a text 
dealing with the problems which beset the WTO. 
His aim would be to propose "fresh ideas on how 
to make progress on questions of governance, 
taking into account the external political factors 
which will underlie our organization in the future." 
He expressed his concern that, despite the fact 
that the Doha conference went ahead normally, a 
great number of problems raised at Seattle in 
1999 could well surface once more. In an attempt 
to address these problems, Moore will call upon 
the informed advice of the group of experts, which 
includes specialists from non-governmental 
agencies, academics, and the former Mexican 
president, E. Zedillo, each of whom will write one 
of the chapters. This group of advisors was set up 
in mid-2001, to advise Moore on the challenges 
and the opportunities which face the WTO and the 
system of world trade 


4)Little progress has been made on the draft 
report to the Monterrey conference on financing 
development: 


Apart from the agreement to give more aid to the 
HIPCs (Highly Indebted Poor Countries), almost 
nothing is left of the demands of developig 
countries concerning debt and trade. On the hope 
of these countries "that there be an orientation 
towards fair trade, no sufficient commitment is 
found in it." (Shamshad Ahmed, Pakistan). 
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In fact, in the section entitled "Interational Trade 
as a Lever for Develoment", the main axis of the 
consensus is support for decisions taken at Doha. 
The commitment of states to liberalize trade is re- 
affirmed. The text merely notes that signatories 
"recognize" the problems which focus the attenion 
of developing countries (technical obstacles, 
health and _ plant protection measures, the 
escalation of customs duties and _ non-tariff 
obstacles) to "improve their capacity to finance 
their development." 


The developed countries which have not yet 
granted free market access to exports from the 
LDCs are "invited to work towards" this aim, but 
without any commitment to it. The draft does not 
take up Kofi Annan's appeal to double public 
development expenditure to reach 100 billion 
dollars yearly. Eighteen European NGOs 
complained that governments "use _ precise 
language where’ developing countries are 
concerned and non-committal terms where 
Northern governments or _ institutions are 
involved." The African NGOs say they are "deeply 
worried by developments which undermine the 
values and principles of equality, solidarity and 
shared responsibility which figure in the 
Millennium Declaration." (55th Session of the U.N. 
in September 2000) 


Officials of the World Bank, the IMF and the WTO 
have agreed to co-chair the round tables of the 
Monterrey Summit. An unpublished version of the 
Consensus is available at : 

http: //www.un.org/ ffd 


5)Mr Moore requests the help of parlementarians 
from the Council of Europe (23/01/2002) 


He encourages them to play an active part in 
advancing the aims of the Development Agenda 
drawn up at Doha. 


He asked for their "Support for and commitment to 
the multilateral trade system." He suggested they 
had part to play in their respective countries, 
asking them to help publicize the importance of 
the Development Agenda and allay’ the 
apprehensions of the public. He asked them to 
ensure that their task at the national level 
completed the work done at the international 
level. However, he made no reference to the 
possibility of creating a parliamenttary assembly 
at the WTO, as some have insistently demanded 
in the past. 





omc. marseille@attac. org 
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Living Wage Movement Greets the 
Recession with New Victories 


by Jen Kern and Stephanie Luce 


Five months ago, it seemed possible that the 
living wage movement which has been sweeping 
the country over the past eight years would wind 
down. In the post-September 11 world, with a 
recession hitting state and city budgets, it seemed 
possible that coalitions would have a harder time 
winning legislation aimed at raising wages. 


But it is perhaps because of the recession, not in 
spite of it, that we’ve seen a dozen living wage 
ordinances passed since September, raising the 
total to over 80 nationwide. 


PRIVATE SECTOR WORKERS 


Most notably, on February 2, 63 percent of voters 
in New Orleans said yes to setting a citywide 
minimum wage at one dollar above the federal 
minimum of $5.15. The ordinance is 
unprecedented in that it will cover all private- 
sector employees working within city borders, not 
just those employed by city contractors or subsidy 
recipients as under most living wage ordinances. 
The new law is expected to benefit over 75,000 
workers and will result in a raise of almost 20 
percent for those currently earning the federal 
minimum, many of whom work in the hotels and 
restaurants that continue to profit from the 
bustling tourism industry in that city. 


The New Orleans victory was the culmination of a 
six-year effort. The campaign started in 1996 
when ACORN, the Association of Community 
Organizations for Reform Now, and SEIU Local 
100 led the way in gathering 50,000 signatures to 
place the initiative on the ballot. 


Immediately, employer lobbies got the state to 
pass a law prohibiting local wage laws. After 
several years of court battles, the campaign won 
the right to put the initiative on the ballot. 


Despite the overwhelming victory, employers have 
vowed to mount another legal challenge, claiming 
that the city does not have the right to set its own 
wage. Whether or not the law remains on the 
books, the voters have expressed their clear 
preference for higher wages. 


Other municipalities that have recently adopted 
ordinances include Marin County, California; 


4 


attac 


Bozeman, Montana; Washtenaw County, 
Michigan; and = Charlottesville, Virginia. In 
December, Cumberland County, New Jersey 
passed the first ordinance to require a pension on 
top of a living wage and health benefits. 


AND THE BAD NEWS 


Setbacks have accompanied these victories, 
however. Last month brought a semi-victory to 
the Harvard Living Wage Campaign when 
university president Larry Summers finally agreed 
to a one-time wage increase to between $10.83 
and $11.30 per hour for low-wage workers. 
Summers also agreed to wage parity between 
directly-hired and outsourced workers, meaning 
that the school could not use outsourcing or the 
threat of it as a means to reduce wages of current 
employees. 


However, Summers did not agree to many of the 
demands of the students who sat in for three 
weeks last spring, or even the recommendations 
of the committee established by the 
administration to study the issue. Students will 
continue to pressure Harvard to adopt a living 
wage policy indexed to inflation and card-check 
neutrality agreements. 


More serious are recent defeats in Oakland, 
California and Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, 
where supposed “labor-friendly Democrats” have 
betrayed living wage supporters. Coming off a 
victory in Pittsburgh, hundreds of living wage 
supporters were on hand in Allegheny County in 
December expecting to see the culmination of 
their four-year campaign. Instead, they watched 
in shock as one of the bill’s co-sponsors switched 
his vote at the last minute, sinking the ordinance 
7-6. 


Across the country in Oakland, Mayor Jerry Brown 
and City Council President Ignacio de la Fuente did 
some behind-the-scenes dealing to water down an 
effort to pass a living wage ordinance for 
businesses at the Port of Oakland. The proposal 
put forth by the Living Wage Coalition, led by the 
East Bay Alliance for a Sustainable Economy 
(EBASE), would have provided raises, job security 
measures, and protections for union organizing for 
about 3,000 workers. 


The weaker proposal, supported by the Chamber 
of Commerce, would affect only about 150 
workers. Outraged unionists, fed up with yet 
another betrayal by de la Fuente, forced him to 
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resign from the Alameda County Central Labor 
Council. 


EBASE was again thwarted when the city council 
succeeded in exempting restaurant, retail, and 
hotel businesses from their proposal for a March 
2002 popular vote on the issue. 


As in many other campaigns, these setbacks may 
serve only to strengthen the resolve of the living 
wage coalitions. After defeats in Chicago, St. Paul, 
Missoula, and Ann Arbor, campaigns forged ahead 
and eventually prevailed. 


RECESSION BRINGS PRESSURE 


Living wage organizers are bracing for more 
betrayals, as politicians who supported the living 
wage movement when the economy was stronger 
begin to use the recession as a justification for 
weakening their support as they bow to new 
business pressure. 


In the best light, however, living wage organizers 
view the recession as an opportunity to advance 
their core messages. 


After all, it is in times of austerity that a living 
wage is most needed, as raises for low-wage 
workers help stimulate the economy much more 
than tax cuts for corporations. What’s more, 
progressive wage policies are key to insuring that 
the next economic recovery does not distribute 
gains as inequitably as the last one did. 


Increased pressure from business (read: major 
campaign contributors) will make it even more 
essential for organizers to build strong institutions 
that can step up the pressure on politicians and 
demand accountability to the still-growing demand 
for a living wage and workers’ right to organize. 


[Stephanie Luce teaches at the University of 
Massachusetts-Amherst Labor Center. Jen Kern 
directs ACORN's Living Wage Resource Center. ] 


Published in collaboration with Labor Notes. ‘Labor 
Notes' is a monthly magazine based in Detroit, 
USA. We are committed to reforming and 
revitalizing the labor movement. We report news 
about the labor movement that you won't find 
anywhere else. News about grassroots labor 
activity, innovative organizing tactics, 
international labor struggles, immigrant workers, 
and problems that some union leaders would 
rather keep quiet. Subscribe and receive a copy of 
‘Labor Notes' in your mailbox! Subscription 
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information can be found at our website at 
www.labornotes.org 





April 4, US National Student Labor Day 
of Action 


By Jobs with J ustice 


On the 34th anniversary of the assassination of 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr while he was _ in 
Memphis, TN supporting striking sanitation 
workers, students will demand: 


- Stop the Post-September 11th Attack on 
Workers and Immigrants! 

- We want Living Wage Jobs and the Right to 
Organize on Campus, in our Communities, and 
throughout the World! 

- Stop Sweatshops! They Exploit Us All! 

- People Are Not for Sale! Stop Private Prisons! 


Over the last few years, students across the 
country have been building a powerful movement 
against corporate greed. Whether supporting 
worker organizing on their campuses and in their 
communities, standing up against corporate 
bailouts and increasing layoffs, or fighting for 
living wages, immigrant rights, and an end to 
sweatshops, students everywhere are organizing 
for social and economic justice. 


This April 4, 2002, the Student Labor Action 
Project (SLAP) of Jobs with J ustice and the United 
States Student Association (USSA) along with 
United Students Against Sweatshops (USAS) and 
the Prison Moratorium Project (PMP) are again co- 
sponsoring a nationwide student labor day of 
action for social and economic justice on this 
important day in our country's history. 


April 4th, 2002, is the third annual National 
Student Labor Day of Action, but it will differ from 
previous ones in important ways. The rights of 
workers, especially those of immigrant workers, 
have come under increasing attack since 
September 11th. Actions around the country, 
whether or not they deal directly with this issue, 
will reflect these changed circumstances. 


In 2001, there were over 80 actions on and 
around April 4th, and there are likely to be well 
over 100 actions this year. This day of action 
signals the growth of the campus movement for 
economic and social justice as students demand 
immigrant workers’ rights, living wage jobs and 
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the right to organize, no more sweatshops, and an 
end to private prisons! 


YES!! | want to be involved in the April 4th 
Student Labor Day of Action! 
http: //www.jwj.org/SLAP/A4/2002.htm 





HOW WAS APRIL 4 2001 
Students Win Victories on April 4th! 


On April 4, 2001, 33 years after his assassination, 
thousands of students nationwide in over 30 
states, in nearly 70 cities and on over 80 
campuses celebrated the too often untold legacy 
of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. and the 1968 
Memphis Sanitation Worker Strike. This year's 
April 4 National Student Labor Day of Action 
involved a wide range of national student and 
labor organizations. The day of actionwas co- 
sponsored by Jobs with Justice, the U.S. Student 
Association (USSA), United Students Against 
Sweatshops (USAS), and the Prison Moratorium 
Project (PMP). 


Locally, the participating organizations included 
campus based Student Labor Action Coalitions 
(SLACs), the American Federal, State, County, 
and Municipal Employees (AFSCME), the 
Communications Workers of America (CWA), the 
Hotel and Restaurant Employees International 
Union (HERE), the Union of Needletrades 
Industrial and Textile Employees (UNITE!), the 
Service Employees International Union (SEIU), the 
United Steel Workers of America (USWA), the 
International Brotherhood of the Teamsters (IBT), 
and the American Federation of Labor-Congress of 
Industrial Organizations (AFL-CIO) through a 
number of Central Labor Councils and State 
Federations. 


For the second consecutive year, students upheld 
the cross-community, pro-economic justice and 
workers’ rights coalition-building that Dr. Martin 
Luther King Jr. (and many others in movements 
for social and economic justice) practiced. 
Addressing a range of issues from sweatshops to 
living wages to the right to organize for campus 
workers, students and labor came together on 
April 4th to win concrete victories a build a more 
powerful movement. Following are highlights from 
around the country. 


For a full report, state by state please see 
http: //www.jwj.org/SLAP/A4/2001.htm 
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Meeting ATTAC worldwide. 
If you are interested in one of these rendezvous please click on http://attac.org/rdv/ Then select 
the country in which it will take place to find further information. 





-- Wednesday 27 

AUSTRIA : Graz 

BELGIQUE BELGIE: Bruxelles 

ESPANA: Madrid - Barcelona 

FRANCE: Paris 11 - Rouen - Paris 13 - Reims - Metz - Toulouse - Nimes - Uzes - Aytre - Aix 
ITALIA: Brescia 

NORGE: Oslo - Lillestrom 

SVERIGE: Stockholm - Malmo 


-- Thursday 28 

DANMARK: Fyn - Valby - Aalborg - Landstingssalen 

ESPANA: Madrid - Barcelona 

FRANCE: Rouen - Lille - Rennes - Amiens - St Pierre d’Oleron - Metz - Nancy - Aix 
ITALIA: Bologna - Brescia 


-- Friday 01 

AUSTRIA: Wien 

ESPANA: Valencia - Barcelona 

FRANCE: Rennes - Villeneuve sur Lot - Rouen - Chinon - Bernay - Chalons en Champagne - Cahors 
ITALIA : Siena 


-- Saturday 02 

BELGIQUE BELGIE : ULB-Bruxelles 

DEUTSCHLAND: Karlsruhe 

ESPANA: Barcelona 

FRANCE: Paris 11 - Toulouse - Metz - Fleury les Aubrais - Kingersheim 


-- Sunday 03 

BELGIQUE BELGIE : ULB-Bruxelles 
FRANCE: Vitry - Paris 11 - Toulouse 
SVERIGE : Malmo 


-- Monday 04 

DANMARK: Hillerod - Gronnegade 

FRANCE: Saint Nazaire - Rennes - Grenoble - Marseille - Bagnols - Lille - Amiens - Pertuis - Dole - Paris 
13 - Gardanne - Annemasse 

NORGE : Trandheim - Oslo 


-- Tuesday 05 

BELGIQUE BELGIE : Namur 

FRANCE: Nantes - Paris 11 - Louviers - Saint Die - Bordeaux - Moissac - Avignon - Ales - Paris 15 - 
Universite J ussieu 

SUISSE SCHWEIZ : Lausanne 

SVERIGE : Stockholm 


-- Wednesday 06 

AUSTRIA : Wien 

DANMARK: Vanlose 

FRANCE: Fresnes - Rennes - Paris 11 - La Ciotat - Moulins - La Rochette - Voiron - Reims - Antony - 
Orleans - Marseille - Cachan 

NORGE : Hamar 

SVERIGE : Stockholm 


